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GOING
VIRAL?
E x a m i n i n g va c c i n e - h e s i t a n t
a r g u m e n t s o n Tw i t t e r
Nicholas Kinnish
T h e U n i ve r s i ty o f W i n d s o r

Zarefskyʼs terms
Argume nt s :
“Th e u n i ts o f d i s c o u rs e p ro d u c ed th ro u g h a rg u i n g .”
Is s ue s :
“q u es ti o n s th a t i n h ere i n th e c o n trovers y a n d a re vi ta l to
a n a d vo c a teʼs s u c c es s .”
C l ai ms :
“p ro p o s ed a n s wers to th e q u es ti o n s th a t f ra me th e i s s u e.”
Fun fact: Windsor is world famous for its
contributions to argumentation theory! We
even have a Ph.D program in Argumentation
Studies, and an academic journal devoted to
the study: Informal Logic.

Re s ol ut i ons :
“th e ma i n c l a i ms i n a c o n trovers y.”

Zarefsky, D. (2019). The practice of argumentation: Effective reasoning in communication. Cambridge University Press.

Overview of the vaccinehesitant argument
‘We should not trust the covid-19 vaccines because those
who produce them, and the people that distribute them, are
untrustworthy.’ – Annie Vaxxer, 2020-2022
Bruce McKinnon, Saltwire, 2021
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Zarefsky, D. (2019). The practice of argumentation: Effective reasoning in communication. Cambridge University Press.

Argument diagram

“My skepticism about COVID vaccine mostly rooted in Pfizer’s shameful
politicization of it. I never had any intention of taking a vaccine or
encouraging my family to get one bc I view it as unnecessary for us not
unsafe. But we need to look at what’s happening...” (@julie_kelly2, 2021).

Interpreting
Twitter
arguments

“I just don't like the thought of unapproved vaccines that have NO long term
studies & has larger amounts of severe reactions than normal, from entering
my body. I don't like human experimentation being done on me!”
(vaccineDenier69, 2021).
“If vaccines are so safe and effective, why is big pharma granted immunity
for being sued in a court of law? Serious question. Anyone with an answer?”
(@MarkStoval, 2021).
“#BigPharma and elitist dogmatic western allopathic medicine make me sick.
#antivaxxers are #AntiVaccine for a reason. They know the history and
backstory of what goes on behind the scenes. You need to unlearn a lot of the
UNESCO textbook BS to reach the #truth.
#saynotovaccine.” (@code_green, 2020).

Antivac-schemes:
@julie_kelly2ʼs ethotic
argument

P1: If Pfizer [a] is an organization of bad character, then if
Pfizer contends that we should trust the vaccine, this should
be accepted as less plausible.
P2: Pfizerʼs politicization of the COVID-19 vaccine shows
they are not of good moral character.
C: Therefore, it is not plausible that we should trust the
vaccine.
--CQ1: is a of bad moral character?
CQ2: is the question of aʼs character relevant in the context?
CQ3: how strong is the presumption, and is it warranted?

Walton, D. N. (2009). Argumentation schemes for presumptive reasoning. New York, N.Y: Routledge, Taylor &
Francis Group.

Presumption: the otherwise uncontested ground in
which a claim resides (i.e., vaccination = good).
Burden of proof: the responsibility to prove an

Presumptions
and the burden
of proof

alternative claim has the right to the ground which
the presumption currently occupies (i.e.,
vaccination = not good).
Prima facie case: reasons and examples that
would suffice to convince a reasonable person that
the alternative claim may potentially be valid.
Burden of rejoinder: the responsibility to address
the alternative claim in light of a prima facie case.

Zarefsky, D. (2019). The practice of argumentation: Effective reasoning in communication. Cambridge University Press.

Concluding thoughts
• High amplitude together with a lack of trust
pose a problems for resolving vaccine
hesitancy.
• Building trust seems to be the way forward.
Public health officials are not good at building
trust.
• We need a new way to trust.
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